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according to Henry's book, on which General Smuts has relied,            -
impressions are required only from criminals who continually hid[ej their " "
identity, and, therefore, necessitate classification. As is clearly shown
in the book, thumb-impressions are quite enough to identify. An Indian,
if he dared to hide his identity, would immediately be a prohibited
immigrant, because his name will not appear in the immigrants' list.
It is to the advantage of the immigrant to afford every facility to show
that he is the proper person.
THE CHIEF OBJECTIONS
The chief objections to the Act are that it is based on an unproved
charge. It is an attempt to have class legislation of a degrading type,
and the Indian community have rightly or wrongly, after the utmost
deliberation, bound themselves by a solemn oath1 not to submit to it.
All these things clearly show that there is a complete misunderstanding
between the Government and the community affected by the Registration
Act. We deny the charges made against us. We have often humbly
approached the Government for a judicial inquiry.2 Surely even now
it is not too late to prove the charges if they are capable of being sub-
stantiated. Why, for instance, should not a Judge of the High Court
or the Chief Magistrate of Johannesburg be appointed to take evidence
on the following points: (1) Has there been a surreptitious entry on
an organized scale? (2) Is the Peace Preservation Ordinance sufficient
to meet any attempt at fraud? (3) Are ten finger-prints required for
complete identification? (4) Is it not possible to have a complete
identification by slightly amending the Immigration Restriction Act?
With regard to the fourth point, he pointed out that they could not have the
Peace Preservation Ordinance permanently on the Statute-book, but the Immigration
Restriction Act could be easily amended so as to enable the Government to issue
certificates of domicile to all Asiatics, who would otherwise be prohibited immigrants.
Such an amendment would avoid the sting of compulsion and unnecessary class legislation
and would certainly be considered protective legislation.
INTIMIDATION
Continuing, Mr. Gandhi said:
With regard to intimidation, I can only say that there has been no
physical violence whatsoever; ostracism and boycotting, yes! But so
long as the Indians remain passive resisters I see no escape from such a
course. I speak from personal experience when I state that even Indians
who have registered have done so because they have not been able to
rise superior to their desire to remain in the Colony at any cost, and
1 The reference is to Resolution IV passed at mass meeting of September, 1906;
vide Vol. V, p. 423.
2 Vide Vol. VI, pp. 1, 3, 5, 534, 120, etc.